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The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. The limitation of "the platform being 
mounted with respect to itself is unclear. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2,4,20,21 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Inokuchi et al. in view of Abbott. Inokuchi, in figs. 4 and 11, 
shows the claimed apparatus with the exception of the platform control module. 
Abbott, in the background of the invention, column 1, lines 1 1-23) hereafter 
referred to as Abbott, teaches a platform control module. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the platform of Inokuchi with a platform control module, as taught by 
Abbott, for controlling the positioning of his platform and vehicle. To provide a 
second of his winch device 10, as set forth in claim 2 above, to enable dual lifting. 
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would have been an obvious to one of ordinary skill in tiie art by the duplication of 
Inokuchi's teaching. 

Claims 22, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Inokuchi and Abbott, as applied to claim 2 1 above, and further in view of 
Peterson. Inokuchi shows the claimed apparatus with the exception of the slidably 
disposed support and jib members. Peterson shows a winch assembly having 
slidable disposed support and jib members. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the winch 
assembly of Inokuchi to comprise slidably disposed support and jib members, as 
taught by Peterson, to enable height and lateral extension adjustment. Furthermore, 
to attach the winch assemblies on opposite sides of the platform to provide 
balancing of the platform and to permanently secure the winch assemblies to the 
platform is removal is not desired, would have been an obvious engineering 
expediency. 

Claim 48 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Woodling in view of Abbott. Woodling shows the claimed apparatus with the 
exception of the platform control module. Abbott, in the background of the 
invention, column 1, lines 11 -23) hereafter referred to as Abbott, teaches a 
platform control module. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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art at the time the invention was made to provide the platform of Woodling with a 
platform control module, as taught by Abbott, for controlling the positioning of his 
platform and vehicle. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wooding and Abbott, as applied to claim 48 above, and further in view of Logan et 
al. Wooding, as modified above, shows the claimed apparatus with the exception 
of the claimed removable basket connection. Logan shows a removable connection 
comprising a horizontal supporting surface 22 for supporting a hoolced connection 
60,61 thereon. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Wooding for his frame 84 to comprise a 
horizontal supporting surface and for his basket to comprise a hooked portion, in 
lieu of his connection means 94,96, as taught by Logan, to facilitate removable 

Claims 6-8, 28-30 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wooding in view of Logan et al, Abbott and Shammout. 
Wooding shows the claimed apparatus with the exception of the claimed 
removable basket connection, control panel, and the material support feet. Logan 
shows a removable connection comprising a horizontal supporting surface 22 for 
supporting a hooked connection 60,61 thereon. Abbott teaches a control module. 
Shammout shows material support feet 34,38; 36,40. It would have been obvious 
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to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Wooding for his frame 84 to comprise a horizontal supporting surface and for his 
basket to comprise a hooked portion, in lieu of his connection means 94,96, as 
taught by Logan, to facilitate removable connection, and to comprise material 
support feet, as taught by Shammout, for supporting material on his basket. 

Claims 9 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wooding, Logan and Abbott, as applied above, and further in view of 
Inokuchi as applied to claim 2 above. Wooding, as modified above, shows the 
claimed apparatus with the exception of the dual wmch assembly. Inokuchi teaches 
a dual winch assembly. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify Wooding to comprise a dual 
winch assembly, as taught by Inokuchi as applied to claim 2 above, for lifting 
material. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wooding, Logan, Abbott and Inokuchi, as applied to claim 9 above and further in 
view of Peterson as applied above. Furthermore, to attach the winch assemblies on 
opposite sides of the platform to provide balancing of the platform, would have 
been an obvious engineering expediency. 
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Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Inokuchi in view of Shammout as applied above. 

Claims 14 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Wooding , Logan, Abbott and Inokuchi, as applied above, and further in view 
of Shammout as applied above. 

Claims 6,7,20,28,29,48 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sterner in view of Abbott. Sterner shows the claimed apparatus, 
having horizontal rail 38, with the exception of the platform control module. 
Abbott, in the background of the invention, column 1, lines 11 -23) hereafter 
referred to as Abbott, teaches a platform control module. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide the platform of Stemar with a platform control module, as taught by 
Abbott, for controlling the positioning of his platform and vehicle. 

Claims 8,31 and 51 rejected xmder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sterner and Abbott, as applied above, and further in view of Shammout as 
applied above. 

Claim 13 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,4,6-12,14,20-24,27-3 1,48- 
5 1 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Alvin C. Chin-Shue whose telephone number is 
571-272-6828. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 8:00 
a.m. - 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the 
examiner's supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on 571-272-6777. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Alvin C. Chin-Shue 



^inChin-ShtM 
Pitnary Examiner 



